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would have said that the ecclesiastical sovereign
was the body of the faithful, just as he would,
with their approval, identify the faithful with
the nation as a whole.   The whole foundation of
Tractarianism lies in the fact that this had ceased
to be the case.   They argued, therefore, that the
change meant logically the impossibility of con-
fiding the government of the Church to those
without its fold.   This sense they felt so passion-
ately   is   already   fully   developed   in   Thomas
Aquinas,197 and in him, as in them, this led to the
common notion of the Church itself as a State ;198
and in the Middle Ages not even the stoutest
imperialist denied the truth of this, even when he
repudiated its connexion with worldly concerns.199
So that it is not difficult to understand the medie-
valism of the Oxford Movement.  It is therein but
seeking its natural affiliations.   If it goes back
for its atmosphere to those beginnings of the con-
troversy it so strikingly illustrates, that is because
it is itself the continuator of that controversy.
The Reformation had decided the battle in favour
of the State, but it had secured rather independ-
ence than sovereignty for the State and sover-
eignty the  Church could still,  and  does  still,
challenge.   If it seems, as with the Tractarians,
to have put aside the dreams of men like Gregory
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